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definition — alternative schools.



Considerations

FAIRNESS

* Accountability for measures under which
accountable during the 2013-2014 scha

NATURE OF INSTRUCTION

* Variations in students’ intent to recover, remediate, or accelerate
instruction



2014 AOIl Model
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Calculating “95% tested”

* Locate /use additional
resources to ensure all
students test in-person

the date of
be considered
at the AOI if the
student has a valid test
record from any school in
the state.

* Student is ineligible

participation rates than B&M
schools






Percent Passing Points

based on BETTER OF:

* Percentage of FAY & * Points based on the LEA’s
non-FAY students who per;e{\p in

passed AIMS/AIMS A at

the school

* Comply with statute by
i ercent p

_ pe

nd\to have
es gt the LEA

at other schools within the
district
e Students who test at B&M

district schools tend to have
received some AQI instruction




Calculation of points:

Number of ALL Student}pa/s\s)i
Number of ALL student

Adj.% pass points = * ct. FAY)

ested

LEA passing points = Percent|of AY students pgssing at the LEA



4 for 20 Letter Grades

1\ & 1IMPROVEMENT



Measuring Growth for Schools

with Struggling Students

Student Growth Percentiles

AIMS Improve

How much more did the student
grow compared to their peers in
the state with the same academi
achievement history i

ey took the AIMS?

* Example: Yovhane didn’t pass the
grade 6 AIMS this year, but she
scored a 2. On her grade 5 AIMS, she
scored a 1 — the lowest performance

is yedr and who

e as her on the band possible.



Improved Incentives for

Academic Growth

* Decreased benefit from established alt. sch
improvement measure because of a
population (denominator) for AOI

* Applies the standard gro ~ Arizona
schools /students

achievement in prior years



Students who incre@isa AIMS achieve



Improvement & SGP

Student’s
Student’s Student’s CY SGP

PY score CY score

FAY

FAY

FAY




Why award additional
points for AIMS re-tests?

Pass rate decreases as grade
level increases

AOQOI schoels do not share
benefit of ELL enrollment &
reclassification

Gracde 11 & 12 re-testers not
included in SGP mcdel

AIMS is a high stakes test for
Grade 11 & 12 students




Additional Points for AOI Model

* Additional points:

Points

C t | Criteri .
omponen iteria Possible

* Improvement of AIMS re-
testers (N>=10)

* ELL Reclassification

(N>=10)
* Dropout Rate

ALT schools

threshold(s) 3

Reduction

Total Up to @



Rolling Rate

* Addresses high student
mobility from year to year

* Encourages high graduation
rates among all

persistence rate.

Aeasure

determinations

Credits schools for instructing
students who may not intend
on graduating



Alternative CCRI Average Points
Grad Rate

Component

6-year cohori

assigned to highest

7-year cohort 10.6
rate)
Growth io ,
Graduation . 10 7.8
(persistence)
20

Total (Cannot exceed 30)

(rounded points)
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Proposed use of ALT scale

Table 4. A-F Letter Grade Point Scale

Letter Grade Total Points
A 140 - 200
B 120-139 ¢ |
C 100-119 \  \
D /\0 -99 \ ¥

The alternative school letter grading scale was set for the firsttigne in fiscal\year 2014. This is in contrast

to prior years when alternative

hool letter grades|wer sed om\q distribition of other alternative

schools. Schools under t \ he n

escribed in Table

Total Points
167+
132-166
97-131

Up to 96




Proposed 2014
AOIl Letter Grading Process

~

N
) g Apply school’s test

B participation (shared)
cap (if <95%)

* Labels may apply to
AOQls only:

A-DL, B-DL, C-DL, D-DL

(AOI percent passing or
LEA percent passing

*Pooled 3-yr growth
including improvement <

*CCRI score based-an

S

PR 5% Tested




Preliminary Impact Data

AOI Letter Grades by Ye

2013 2014 2014 New 2014 New
NO AOI Model - Model -
MODEL ALY Traditional

ccale*** scale®**

", 3D TBD
] TBD TBD
3/3 TBD TBD
4 TBD TBD
54 44 S *
59 56 43 43

*Only schools with FY2014 students enrollment are included. Inactive entities with no students enrolled &
no students tested get no label.



* Methodology, measures,
student mobility similar to
alternative schools

* Labels based on researc

student performanc .
et fo receive a “‘D’’

letfer grade based on the
Traditional scale.



* Regardless of which scale is used, AOI schog

alternative schools
* A-DL
* B-DL
e C-DL
* D-D

FY2014 test data used to produce 2014 label ONLY.



AOIl Model Validation

d lak

How do these propo omp

A-F Letter



Students Included in

Accountability Determinations

® Maintain A-F with no AOI measure(s) M Propose

Total Number of Students

Growth Proficiency

Authorized measures for use in Accountability



Overall Percent Tested

B Trad mALT mAOlI mAQI2

*Less reliability using the traditional scale
Percent Tested based on inherent challenges of in-person
testing for distance learning students.



Average Percentage Passed AIMS

—Trad —ALT AOI-Alt Scale —AOIl-1ré

*FAY only; Non-FAY excluded for comparison purposes. Using ALT cut; For schools whose pctpass_fay is not missing only.



Average Math and Reading SGP

—Trad —ALT AOI-Alt Scale —AO

NNNW
A OrOON

A\/ B C D

*FAY only; No improvement adjustment.



80°
75%74% Yo 79%

61%
53%
29%

4-yr r\ate/

5-yr rate 7-yr rate



Persistence & Dropout Rate

B Statewide ™ Trad ALT B A

7% 94%

18% 50,

I see——

ersistence Dropout




Issue
. accountability
Develop determinations
Model based on new
or existing
system
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